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XXIII m 1 

Posner's "He Had a 'Death Look" chnpter/hegins;a as a dull rehash of some of what 
is know 1 about the medical evidonce to which he tfadds sharp criticism of two of the 
most successful cons piracy -theory books, Bind Lif ton's ndstfitj/Jed Best Evide nce 

Macmillan, Hew York, 190 ) and Harry Livingstone's self -published H#j£ Treason . 

* 

IiT this none of this is he original and his criticism its les3 than with the know- 
ledge of both the case and the literature he could have made. / Jj~ flf/V; 

f> eJ vOf\ f Z 

He protends to get into the secifics of the medical evidence with the 3 ub-chapter 

title "T h e Heck VIoxnd Wound" (Page 305) but in only one page he is already arguing 

against the actual evidence with such ir^relenaeies as quoting Dr. Malcolm Perry* who 

ar |w/.*> i. i c L *./), j . 

fTXstated that thxs~neck wound was in the front -^-t-the of f ieia3r-pre3s-conf Beeney-HS" 

saying he did not know where from the front it came. (Page 305) Caref/l to avpid the 
■1 


largest and most definitive published sources of the medical V evidence, my books, 

especially Post Mort em, he make\£ the most astounding and stupid factual errors, aar 

T~ ■ / tfarf 

M his trying to argue against the established medical :act # «which' is uncongenial to 
his concoction, he states that ''less than 1mm of metallic d^st particles was evident 


on the X rays of the President's head." The first of his q*x sources (page 551 ) 

actually add there were some forty such particlae particles !\as was known from the time 

ih 

my 196^ book was completed and as Posner had more extensively, in my 1975 Post Mortem* 

^ / * for other than 

There it nothing in tliis chapter worth any time and taking the time/to expose its 

lack of honest intent, a£x±fci^pgintyi 3 xtHxgwstBMaatRx±ha±xtiga . and Aittle more of that 
is now needed. Besides, in the next chapter it ys relatively si/pctacular, even for assmmt 

^zazzziiizEjazaziiiHatBagBazjiGaiigzwail 

7m<* > 


which^z 0 * 0 Hzfor the Posner we have seen to tliis point f laxrgla t l ^ ly xMpHRtygnglxx x 


f ■: ? n cwr,-. 




^■vaortotAuc 


Contention between the commercializoti on extremes of theorizers does no good and 
it lias done and continue*!- to do harm. While enriching them it confuses the people even 


more, helping to bury truth deeper and to protect those who failed in divers ways. 
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iT 


c4 


The killer chjjateryfniksigned to be^the-eno titled with the supposed words of the 
other assassination -shooting victim, Texas Governor John B. Coiinaliy,"Iiy God, they are 
gong to kill us all!" That on this Connally was instinctively saying there was a Rjsgfl 

SL 

conspiracy -"they" wre doing the killing - was lost upon Posner. He set out with the 
pao/t formulae that the fame and money was in arguing there liad not been a conspiracy, 
whatever th evidence shoved- anti, iltCnkiiig ihi\s is his chapter <pf the* ultimate proof, 

U 

lie ga-hers- Ms- -suppose! proof “oT it for~this-eharpterJ(Pages 321-3427^ 

Hot to take it out of order but to set the tone and establish Posner's concepts of 
truth, accuracy, honor, etliics and morals that we began with a amalt part of/liis his 

d W '/u / 

intended killer chapter, with his prtending that hoTmade an Amng-ing and entirely new 

u -i J ^ . J 

d iscoVerv^ avajil ablo only by Irim nr>f}- M m-g 1 ^ imrr?oed?ntgd , revo- 

lutionary discover coming from what he, Dick Daring, saw in that amazing, unprecedented 
"enhancement" of the Zapruder film* that turned out to be a calculated theft from tfee 

Jrfr t 

geniasr-ef a 15-year— old boy, David ^ui. We aw also how calculated his thieVbry was, 
masking it with his tricky fioiotnotes that characterize Ids unrivaled scholarship. 

Not realizing that|tie was lampooning himself in this or, the inadequacy of his schol- 
arship being what it is, or not caring, whieit-ie-more- likely, although it is explicit 
in Lui* a article some of which he stole, Posner's actual source, which had nothing at 
all to do with ids rare "enhancements," was the unaided vision of that biay, who 
had as his source a pirated and not very clear copy of that fi'lm.lfr i^Lui neitheV- 

kid nor needed any "enhancement , " -«eaJL or as imagined.hy-JBesner.That ten years earlier 
the same informations available -published - vdth'/acces^to that film at all - Posner 
ma s ked by attributing to the ^obel Laureate Luis Alvarez what Alvarez's students lias 

read in Whitewash and asked him about, that "jiggle theory^! also first reported in the 

Jt-iirb- L;/rv* A Hrl it • ^ 

same seu^pe-^tlse a decade Ea r l i e r . 

theft in liad br^if treatment only , on page 321 , aa£=thr- he then twiggios that on 
the next page./Ohi^ 

~TfWf f?u.t /SCvitcA ^ 

Hto*-oe.rlisr 1 tiva birfeatein this book w ^ i moxna^ r n tgr i *®yve to inform the 

reader about the true nature of the book and its mu^c muchpESSJ heralded author/ at the 




' •• W"T ' - ->?• 
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outset. I deemed that both necessary and fair to prepare the reader for the unprecedented 
dishonor? of the entire project in its rewr iting of oujf history before the largest possible 

f ■ — — — — — ■_ 

international audience, -with Posner '4 published and the CIA bis (andispensiblo partners * 

In fast, they are coconspirators. 


By now the reader has seen ±hx± Posner's* 

maH^stitaBaEyzthiaxei^asz^Uterary t teB amx thievery is valid for the entire project. 
Thati'was'not just a little mistake, a failed recollection attributable to the mass of ifcr 

t 

the available material or another kind of unintended error. It is a faithful reflection 
of the author and his work. 

T hat lima book would inevitable be based on some gimcrack\«^ 
first mention of it by his published, quoted earlier from tliat 


P'1'10 


article in the issue dated Hay 3* 1993* anyone with comprehensive knowledge of the 

44r f 

subject matter and the information available it /as apparent that the initial claim for 

_ 

a£fe=fcfi5 = fe o o k wqp cuppored to aoeosaplia} i came from "enhancements" of the Zapruder film 

is on impossibility. That Random House had avoided the usual peer reviews and-el«arly 

reasonable, 

iiad-no-t-aske^r 1 tsulf-dd * e~"twg a this - ~~ 



Po spe g^o w or k met Tliat Lust, then coking » r e all y s ee king ' - fry 

frneant that the dishonesty of the entire project was not what Random House had no 

reason to suspect.The note I made as soon as I saw that magasine reflets the certainty^ 

J^L/ 

before a word of the book 1 si contents was known^ that the book itself a fraud. Sine e 

Random House made that boast to promote the book f there has been no real question about 

--only/' 

its built-in dishonesty. But it was praminaticn of the book itself that disclosd the 
actual, unprecedented totality of this dishonesty.! I certainly did not expect it or 
I'd have endeavored to get the first copy of it available locally. I never dreamed from 
the Posner's visit that Gerald was capable of what he perpetrated, with the h±lp of the 
CIA and of Random Souse. /Until the book was out the CIA's indispensibility in the 
entire project was not known and there tas no reason to suspect it. And until the extent 


of Random house's promotional KfffgK efforts and widespread, international sale of the 
ancillary rights to the book was visible, there was no reason to suspect it would happen, 


♦ifrntr 




’""---vr -■’-MTV.HfieMT'T ?.7* 




either. 

What seems to have influenced reviewers as well as those famous big-nainc personali- 
ties who wrote the pre— publication puffery for it on the dust cover is Posner's supposed 

t i 

mustering of the corpus delic it* /evidence, the evidence of what lawyers call the bods of 
the crime, in this chapter that either t/ithout perceiving it or not oaring Posner titled 
with the proclamation of the conspiracy the book is abdicated to proving there had not been. 


Once again, this what Posner does in this, his important^ rfr apup chapter, 

reflects the absolute indispensibility in responsible publishing, publishing intended to 

be honest and faithful td> fact on controversial nonfiction, authentic peer review. 

In demon;.; trating tliis all over again it is not necessary to address and^sess all the 

^ and thievery ^ 

dishone3tioa and errors in it. Posner's intended trickery! viith those innocent children , 


the ton-tyear old Willis girl and the fifteen-year-olfl p&d Lui boy, are faithful to the 

Vky) / 

esfekjre chapter and to the entire book. 

T his chapter alone also reflects the fact that while Posner castigates all " theories, " 

fj r* 

to him theories being re;;tricte / to represent "cjuispiracies" only, in fact his book is 


dependent upon alSHfij^arger number of them and a wider variety of them tlian any of the 
books espousing theorized conspiracies to kill. His book, like the Warren Report itself, 
is a theory, the opposite theory, that there was no conspiracy to kill. 

F rom the tine that Report was issued there was never any question about 
this <p£t is a concatination of theories. In a few of the previous chapters we have 
seen how, on impartial exa m i n ation, the supposed supporting evidence did^not exist and, 
in fact, that supposed suppi/oting evidence not only proved the opposite of what“5f was 
alleged official^ it actually porveo thXt Oswald was framed. 

Only the willing collaboration if the major media in that palpably untenable 
offical mythology kept that Report from exploding in official faces on its issuance. 

The unquestionable actualities, limited to those that ar<TlaiownjHily^^ 
is l^uch that iTr-netLjgiown was the i official igtent^ii^om^^heouta^et, make this inevitable 
true of what can not unreas oiiabl^JSc^^escxijDed as the de facto conspuracy of Posner, R 
Random house and UT. Examination of this chapter leaves^th^t withiut any question at alii 
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VJe assess thisrtkth what is Posner's absolute need, for him to have a book at all, 

J £ 

his thievery-based theory, it is only a theory, that the first shot missed. His proof 


X 


iJtij 


of the claimed timing is that the girl stopped and looked around becau se she heard 

-ft. t U 

that shot at that moment, for all the world as though wliat causes a child^canT be - 


determined with certainty v/hen it is not in fact knov;. 


w 

3W/ James T. 


Tague suffered a 


minor injury from tliat firt shot. We now examine Posner* s version of Tague s story 
and what he represents is the scientific evidence supporting Eoane*^a version. 




, 


^yu 


in t his h is wrapup of the jvidence chnpter,^ 

Of all the many attractive'^Eargets Posner prosqats/the one that initially interested. 

me most is^itK'T^diopencible to his baseless inventrorr," that the first of the known sh 

Wr It typifies what 

and admitted shots is the one tha : missed, andxEhaxnK±8rix±iExa£ xM± those dust-jacket 

4 . / 

puffer-uprors describe what— they -rePe^-'bo as his research, cthat it was "brilliant ^iwo 
<pf the f our] ^ "mf botd. Q us T** "meticulous," "historical." "always conclusive" and" thoroughly 


documented." 


"7 


W /fv/u'tf' 


rTu-P^n nor t hld m Lliu Janes Taguo Btory -to---rhich hG~gdft5~'wIia L ho represents as the 
interprets tipnan d 

scientif±e--p i uuf of liio -lM fflBraxi version by the FBI. 

In demonstrates one of his major purposes in all those time-c^suming 


and costly interviews: he uses them to av$id the offical Evidence that does^iot suit 

his preconceptions as wel^s what he can contrive by ignoring that available official 

evidence* Voluminous and court-tested official evidencem too. Aad all availbed! to liim 

MW 


free and at th^wtset of his work. 


This official evidence begins with i ague 1 s Warren Commission 

[yn&Z # 2 - , fur# irJu *fi*UU 

tkiilmony/ftftdXt includes all obtained in that FOIA lawsuit that first,, led to the 
* £ 1 
amending the Act in 1974 i^b open FBI, CIA and other such files to FOIA access. It 

includes what both side used and produced in that litigation. It includes all the 

documents I obtained in that suit, C. A. 75*0226^ and in the related suits, C.A.s t78— 

0322 and 0420. The first was for the results or all the FBI 1 3 scientific testing and 

the second was for the assassinations^©! first tnevDallasf^nd New Orleans 

w x P'k, 

off ic Jr records. It includes the depositions (of four of those FBI lab agents, and this 
is relevant to more of Posner^ horsing around with air sg&ed hastily thatf the Tague^/ 
missed-hot sliot element rfffhat ths these agents testified to under oath. It also includes 
an affidavit Tague, assisted by his v/ife ^udy, prepared for me to present and I did 
present # in that suit for the t est reults* 

X his affidavit has the merit, the value of being an independent statement of what 
tj» Tague^ knew and believed to be significant* 

1 n 7 Tt4M 

All of ttds plus my file of correspodence with thejri'was right where Posner spent those 


three days searching and copying from my files. He nve-*me never asked me a word about 


8 M»c* .vtC t- 


r ,*r tV* vrr vr.y, , . " vr *.\ T • * v rT^o'rHV.' 7 ', r ■ ■ * “ ,m * r T-tT *".‘ ,, v 
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the T ague s , the evidence I obtained, or what those lab agents testified to or what X 

jrfVfK u, 

had learned by~T>& much effort eB'writing a boo^f or what I had published, which 


icated even 


he had an</ H±i±xhx^ _ coS3'^usei Xn three davs, imp<£rtant, r -ally ad indispenoible as all 
of tklsfls to any honest Writing abiut it, he never asked me anything about it. °e never 

CT\ C/M.' 1 *-*'**1 Cxf 'FlJt it, 

tfon~ rnn im I inferSf -in It. He told ms his book would not address any such 

Janu ary , 1992 , 

information. And. he vpund up substitutikng Ei^ounV interview of Jim as his sole source 

f' e <ytUx, _ 

on what Jim said and knew and could cay. He"Ts finished with tliat in a_ single paragrgon 

of about a t-'ird of a page in his treatment of this misded shot of (about two pages* 

j(Pages 324-6) 

',/hat P 0 sner use<t of that interview^ he says was over a two-day period(|age 555) is 
less by far that was availble ifa many published sources ranging from the newspapers to 

book4, 

For this he'lmd toS^ to Texas and spend too days interviwing“Bm^Tague? 

— 5 ^ 

Again, akxagtn bearing on his inj/tentions from the outset and his lies to me xfexfci 
about what his book vjould address and be limited to, that was the month before he came 
here* 

r fhis makes the dishonesty of his intent what he began with* 

S¥en what Tague testified to and how he came to testify and the importance of that 

t 


date is not reflected even in Posner's end notes iffege (Page 555). fjoaner's readers rarat 
sa cannot tell fron his book evon that ^S^tecif ied before the Warren Commision, leave 

alone pe*>ti«pa participate^ the the lawsuit to bring the evidence as reflected in FBI 

flU iWnlv uJjtA— (rui C-r.'iitHi't'l - 

records^to light* There is fno 'reTeFence to that lawsuit in the book, either* That 

/til of this i 3 really "brilliant I 11 and "meticulous" resear ch'but only for an intended 

disinf ormation. 

Ml 


I was not interested in disinformation. I >ew^ interested in infonnation that would 




have been important if P^6ner had ever had the slightest interest Jaw* what those poor* 
deceived big^-name, pre-phblication endorses refer to as "historical," "brilliant" and 
"meticulous" research* 

But even how this missed-bullet Latter, which the Commission had entirely ignored 


• ’.;«m , s r»r,:f«f. •• *rj i t» "X?*** 
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was forced upon it and what that then inquired of it is suppressed jjy Posner. He gets 
^Idxtfj/Lo tied up in his wliit Swashing that he eveiTSKTstumbles with over hi3 own 
covering up that is indicpcnsible to his m;n_concoctipru^ 

Tague uas ^lightly mounded by a spray of concerete from the cubstone'Ctrick by 
that missed bullet. V/e'll come to why the FBI had to’T'dig it up. But the facts are 
so far from Posner's concern that he has the FBI digging that section of curbstone 

A 

"("sample" to him), the month before it had to and did. (page 325^1 

My source on what compelled the Commission to acknowledge the existence of this 

j JLVtV fjpf 

missed shot, of widch^t(JSevT from the outset, was the Dallas Morning Ne ws then chief 

Mortem , 

photographer. Ton Dillard. Although I tell the story that follows in Pqst )55or^S, which 
Pos filer had, a print a picture of where that missed shot i/^acted that Dillard gave me 
in that book, he is mentioned by Posner only twice, once as merely a "witness, "(Page 
237") and then as a "journalist" (page 246) and thus Posner deliberlately suppreesss 
al/ that lets Ids reader know tli^t Dillard was a professional photognapher and took 
pictures) cf enormous evidentiary importance. We see his remaining picture later. 

Irfhat^Ofiit^old me and is completely validated by the documents I obbained in the 
litigation is that when in June, 1964, he covered jllneus event just after one of those 


innumerable leaks by the FBI to condition the public^idixiniHi mind for what was coming, 

ijlnrold /Barefoot Sanders. the Dallas 

the account of what was as of that time the official "solution," and he aw 'Ska United 

States At torneyxi3Bd4isi±»B there , he told him that tl*5> story he had seen was wrong 

because it did not mention that missed shot the impact of v;h<(ih lie had photographed 

the day aft er the assassinatuon and his/ paper had published. Sanders notified Rankin 

j Platte fk Ju* I'll fif fra 

in writing and as of the ’mom at Rankin get the information from Sanders the Commission 
A 

could no longer ifnoroA that missed shot. The farcical nature of what then ensued, not 

the least of the FBI 1 3 self -portrayal ;js Keystone ^ops, along with the background, 

including how early the Commission knew about tliat misded shot, reall^j ever so much more 

tha Posner has in his 1 095 "brillaintly researched" treatment so indie pensible to his 

A i*/ 

entire mythology, wa3 fist public in 1 ( J6^., in V/hitreash, which Posner had, on page 158: 

A 






?<o 


Hlrrut.. after tb. ......Ij.tlj;. ‘,'£ ££% 

"I have one guy fch f^ w !; i ?|) fllb j^ ltte a T. ?ague had left hie oar at 
let off the concrete (R116/. "“a® Danoaltorv He uaa allghtly 

“waiww" ns%v^2fc“ i “ 

2ss srSp— 

lar obaervatlonaj! Walthera fo a P bul i e t had hit the cement", 

T ague had stood where It PP ^ Tacai® "There waa a mark* 

in tba word. of tb» Report. According to Tague, 

Slfffg^S/F'idH^ood! 11 : tala vision Siw^TaT^ 

Building* amea R. * a area and had been in the motorcade. 

"7ii%y¥ to'make ^UfsUgaUoo. 

^*^ ! SS»^rSffiES , S£5aE : * 

Sb. fji ... ssus ?s>:“ 

K.1S 212^“«2rt?S =s 

delayed seeking further J2', a looating the point at which 

^hi. FBI report h^*U. tSf -Suth eide of Main 

he took the pioture. It wm, he a . 1# vaA%vfW n t Th8 FBI 

Street »bout twenty {eet east JT th^ from t g, polnt for a 

ten f.;t h ln mlttamr direction -a. 

s#Ii wmmsm 

SaHSSis Bi-sr-s-. aw 

would also wash away any such mark. . . 

Tmpgj nn Uie fable FBI tell ins the Commission tliat rain or street-cleaning 
\"wash" / 

equipment couldN»ipe'4olid concrete away! ‘3’ a/ vnM 

There is much iaore on this , including the Dilla^TOndeJwood and official curbstone 
Trf.Hinrwtjbi P<jjst linrtem . pages 454,460. and GOB-9/g, Sside from the fact that all of this 
does not txLst to the Posner of that truly "definitive" and historical" res search and 
thus he does not tell his reader about, it undrrscores the'^igal^ntent dishonest of his 

entire project, this somethn/g-special book. 

What Dillard, who was veey friendly, open and accomodating told me. is that after 

he^spa informed Sanders of the actuality of the missed shot and the existing proof og 

fgM tU/ W 

it and be^put Strou^l to work on it and the Commission finally coTtiore than a half 


fiorf »•• 
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Uk 

year too Late, cot fracking on it, thoJe &rV referred to as "the federates" 

, ICA' 

came and took his besthegativeo^of that bullet marie on that curbstone. I was so fjt 
fascinated by his firct-person aohnnt of tlri.3 so important an element in that so important 
an «veS5~event in our history, proof that ^residential Commission was proceding 
vjith what it km>V was an enormous fraud in its "solution" of that crime, I forgot to 
ask Dillard who he meant by the "federales". ^ did toll me ’Jhat those negatives ¥ 
were not returned and he diT^STST make the print in this book for me from what he 
said is his best remaining negative. Confirming xx gthat his best negatives 

v . er ,» -one iS the fact that the electrostatic copy he made of his picture as published 
at the trsae time of the sesassination ia Lpcarer th.t a print ho m , from his best 
remaining negative# 

That Poanef' made no reference to what was published long before he geba began his 

personaly reciting of tho history of that t rrible ehiex crime Speaks for itself# What 

was published in ju 3 t those two books of which he knew makes his intent to ike ahay* 

a^ut this mo 3 t basic of e^dsw^evidenee obvious as bhe design with which he began# 

* The Tagues were the moot considerate of hosts and the most Jelpfu^he I was their 

guest for a week. It was a bi£ mar- chaotic than anyone colld expect because tliat was 
/Ji tt/J ‘j M Usjyn luwr Cwf'Jt < / 

the week James Earl Rayy escaped from Tennessee's maximum-security jail. Brushy Mountain. 

I liad been liis investigator. I conduciod the investigatioa for the habeas corpuse 

ptroceding by wej ha of wMcli he got an evidentiary hearing. That was to determine whether 

or not ho would get the trial hefnever Bad. I had then conducted the investigation for 

those two weeks of h -.rings and, sitting at the cpunsel table during them/ ecame known 

to tl«o media as the case investigator. As a result, when Jimmy actually did escape from 

that mountain fastness, what after Unbeing there oftenCl = 56ffiHOTi' believed wgs 

close to impossible, l/oaa the Tague’s guests and their- phone Stayed pretty busy with 

&tcked-up calls from reporters all over the o%country# 

There is no reason to believe that the Tagues were any less open, friendly and 

helpful with Posner than they liad been with me. There thus is not reason to belie vo that 
A ' 

Jim T ague did not volunteer to him the story he told me that it is not possible ^to 
interpret as solid proof of a conspiracy to kill JFK# 
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See also the formerly TOP SECRET January 21, 1964 executive session transcript in Post 
Mortem , pp. 475 ff) 
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UJ 

fee tl&s makes it understandable that P 0 sner would not want that uln his book, 

U2- 

it also says that he knew his book wa3 a fraud before he /tote a word, tliat he began 
intendeing to perpetrate tliat fraud. I tell the story in Post Koff teffi. where 1 have 
many references to Tague, what he asid and what I loamed from hiijL (Pages 55^57, 6 2 f 


92, 120, 122 , 268 , 295-6, 506, *36 350,453-5, 459-60.) 

Then, too, there is -i jh & t excellent and informative affidavit I filed in that 

CnWW'U sj/ri 'yyj 

lawsuit. And the beginning of this mystery is amply in thosdl volumes that Pcener invested 
M 

so much time in ni^as^ing their content and then indexing them, 

tF'i^'s.-g^ply is not possible tliat P 0 sneT did not know about what he suppressed. 

v U/Wr d jj f-f- 

Tliat what* he^suppressedlis also in the FB^s interested should have been of in- 

* 

Cff 

teres t to those whose trust he imposed upon -and, me _he made no mention"*?^ in his book &e 

V 'TU> Jp - J- 

febat the FBI's predetermination that missed shoFTatriTbe xkaov/ledgedJlt has never 

. **/ * 

abandoned and it v/ished upon the Commission to begin with, (in facsi/ile in Wa. « h ± te 

Whitewash, Pages 192-5) 



*¥ta mystery , as firsd-indi'-. at e d b y Wesley Liebeler^when he deposed Tague, is 
that the curbstone was patched when Oswald could not have done it and when nobody other 
than a conspirator has any interest in what that curbstobe patching meant. 

even the scientific opinion that this cj'ubstone had been patched wqs in my 
file labelled "qr^Tbstone" in tlie "subject" files in which Posner spent most of his time 


when lie was here. 



I incGd hoxBf^- no words: Posner knew all of this from what he got from me7 It is 


also in the co urt records in Tague • s affidavit and in several of my~W5n'"own, and 


that, too Rested as i^uns by the advers: t system and undenied by the 
Posner igorea pmd suppressed. 


government, 


pi Lb! i^- U o i n^- b y iiis~owipth. l i e at ovidem-w flml. h rr- hjMMi -P nimn-h f have 


10. ylU- 


xafecl 



so clearly liimself: 
liis t%L 


-evidence standard that "Testimony closer to the 


event must bo given greater wtte+ght weighty he depends 
When he had all tliat 1964 testiomony free? al) that 1965 book that brought thattestimony 


■ ■ -vrsr i v, ,■ » - .r<sjs- > •• • •• - •••.•*<%♦ v -<v- • r ,..- -••• f.-v*- • • . ...v**. *• '•?* 


There are fascinating aspect of this intriguing history, he had at the least the 
leads and knowledge of the probabilities,^ he could have had it all, and^£ if he did 
not ask Tague uhat he knew about it, unless Tague knew he did not >ant it, there is m K* 
reason to believe tliat Tague did not voluntter it. 
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and the then available related e v ideJJne to light, and he hdd that? 

Tiiio despite all thr treatment and photographs in P n at Mprtem that he also had? 
Depite all that emerged in the lawsuitis that lasted a decade and filled file- 
cabinet drawers? 

This, a scant single paragraph in six hundred pages, with all that he ig- 



nored at hand, anil for wliat was no moro th na brief newspaper se*>t he took two 
dav3 to interview Jin Tague? 

Tliat is what Ids ondiaote (page \:5>) says. It required both days for the content of 




A x y>y 




!,his single paragraph that sqr so little and then ^otldng tliat had not been in the papers 
decades earlier? 

djr 

Does one wonder whether he could saflet cross a street without a boy scibut 
assisting him? 

This the outstanding, daring investigator who traced that bestial Nasi doctor, 
hengele, theaai ‘through South America '.sNwacliarte^ jungles? 

0± did lie have a seeing-eye dog^f otlier help -then#^ ? 

n gront^hrrrrtriry Trf^wFTcli bn lnifTW^nriT 1 hf* could have _ hficIjT.f“lt it was not 
volunteered , a f irst-porsox^ ccount? 

Or is it-can it possibly be, that not later tha/v January 19 and 20, 1992 he knew 

without question tliat there had been a conspiracy to kill the President and he still 

went ahead and published thi 3 nonument to his unique capabilities that says, with all 

tliat impressive endorsement and all that unprecedented international attention - 

I k aix says the exact opposite of what ho had from other sources but right there in 
^ / on some of it in jbhe e ntire worlcL^ 

«£o8r of him / had the best first-person so ur ce^ tcTgi ve him all the details? 

That is investigating? A. crime of this magnitude? 

Wei}, it is, Posner-style f apparently. 

by any cliance, despite his boasted-of career as a ,r Wall Street lawye^" he found 
compruhanidn comprehending the testimony too much for him, that same testimony of which 
he et out to her and present* himself as the world’s greast authority J^the testimony he 
even indexed^ it was simplified and drawn togetlier for him in what he had^ Post Mortem . 






297 


There they were, just the two of tlioni^ Tag/e and Liebeler, plus the^ecret- 
keeping court reporter who tool: it al down for j»r' verbatim transcription, beginning 
at 3:15 p.nu the afternoon of July 23, 1964, "in the office of the UnitedJtates attorney" 
in Dallas. (7H552-8, not a long depostion, either) Liebeler hai* gone over what had 

appeared in the papers with i'ague, that he had been wounded slightly, then how his 

vUoCPnd was observed/ u//' 

minor ■ punf • ~.. , as~cb c er i V‘ ;- /before he as ware of it, then that there *«Sa short period 

in which Liebeler did not interrupt Tague. Tague then testified that the unnamed 
deputy with whom Way^e-walked to the spot on impact, probably the late Buddy Walthers, 
when the Deputy said, "Look i^sre here on the curb." and Tague thetjsaid, ihere was a 
mark qui£e obviously that was a bullet and it was very fresh. (Page 443) A policeman 
oven said tliat he (Tal seen something flying up from the curbstone. The/came the begin- 
ning of the surprise. 

I uae the of fical published transcript in wliich Posner had ii tmersed himself f or 
his massive stuiy and inhering rather than my bringing^rt all together for aaesre 
easier reading because Pq&er £-le cleal/ry does not approve of iny bo^is. Hot# that his 
reader can get the vaguest notion of what they arc or what they contain or do. In his 
ten references to me he mn/ftions 'om^ono book.^V first, once because he believes I Should 
have loved tliat woman-patSST! atient screwing shijehk Hartogs as he did and once a 
General comment. But liis disapproval is clear, so I use the official transcript. I quote 
a little more than for the point I next make because it is informative and because we 
return to it later as we lem more about whfy Posner went to ill that cost and 
trouble for so many of those two hundred interviews he »*hadj 


■« tmw jpantwnrr 


v,' "v." r?xr.'Y-'7\Tr'-^ ~ 


....(tj --pirytv ~ 1 1 ??* 7 . *17 '•I -v r —»— 


UiVtlM 

Mr. Liebeler. Do you have any Idea which bullet might have made that mark? 

Mr. Taoue. I would guess It was either the second or third. I wouldn’t say 
definitely on which one. 

Mr. Liebeler. Did you hear any more shots after you felt yourself get hit In 
the face? 

Mr. Taoue. I believe I did. 

Mr. Liebeler. You think you did? 

Mr. Taoue. I believe I did. 

Mr. Liebeler. How many? 

Mr. Taoue. I believe that It was the second shot, so I heard the third shot 
afterwards. 

Mr. Liebeler. Did you hear three shots? 

Mr. Taoue. I heard three shots; yes sir. And I did notice the time on the 
Hertz clock. It was 12 :29. 

Mr. Liebeler. That was about the time that you felt yourself struck? 

Mr. Taoue. I Just glanced. I mean I just stopped, got out of my car, and here 
came the motorcade. I Just happened upon the scene. 

Mr. Liebeler. Now I understand that you went back there subsequently and 
took some pictures of the area, Isn't that right? 

Mr. Taoue. Pardon? 

Mr. Liebeler. I understand that you went back subsequently and took some 
pictures of the area. 

Mr. Taoue. Yes ; about a month ago. 

Mr. Liebeler. With a motion picture camera? 

Mr.-TAOUR. Yes ; I didn’t know anybody knew about that. 

Mr. Liebeler. I show you Baker Exhibit No. 1, and ask you If you took that 
picture. 

Mr. Taoue. No ; not to my knowledge. 

Mr. Liebeler. In point of fact, that picture was taken by another Individual ; 
I confused the picture taken by somebody else with the picture 1 thought you had 
taken. 

You, yourself did take pictures of the area about a month ago? 

Mr. Taoue. Yes; my wife and I were going to Indianapolis. This Is the home 
of my parents. I was taking some pictures of the area to show to them. This 
was the latter part of May. 


Mr. Liebeler. Did you look at the curb at that time to see If the mark was still 
there? 

Mr. Taoue. Yea. 

Mr. Liebeler. Was It still there? 

Mr. Taoue. Not that I could tell. 

Tague was surprised that Liebeler or anyone elaej knew that he had rotumod to where 
he became part of tho country's hislory lihyo ha that fateful day to take pictures so 

he could show the;: to his parents when he went there on a planned visit. Idebeler 

Xmiu hltf 3 , . . m . ... 

never told ^drTT!5w-thEr^ew7T5fw^ he believed he had Taue s picture. Tague was stmll 

pfziiled I was his gu©3t for that weelc* 

I have seon no Comuission or FBI record with any reference to any pietures-^p* 

Tague took* So the myserty that remains is how anyone in any official position knew and 

why Liebeler though that the FBI had made prints of it for the Commission, 

vtd/. 


The”4he“big and ignored nystery^hat the curbstone had been patched. 

. 7. ! L i / i rrX 

Why would anyone want to see to it that a 


curbstone had been patched* / j j i 1 
t O) I IAT3L<} j- ** 

smal ^ick^6F~hol<f in curbstonj t ha t- a^ 


alway s 


ni-1 hnva them regain impatched would nyonc JD ntrh t . Mn littln pirc o o f >* ? 


Ue'll come to that. 
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T liore is no greater aertaint 2 f'’^ihat I^e Harvey Oswald could not have been the 
curbstone patched! 

Liebeler is vague about the date T ague ( 0 1 urne d to take pictures, ^e told me he 
went there with an 8m eight millimeter home movie camera and that it was in Hay, 1964. 

Thew, wliaTaT certainly Tague would noijhavo kept secret from Posner after telling me 
about it, hi.' home was burglarized and the only thing he could beoertain had been taken 

was that reel of film! / 

, Kiat to the best of his knowledge nobody knew he ha d other tharr tliat tjdltulur had 

eeferruih tu It. , ^ i on< ( ^ fj fa, [/£ 'f 

There was what could have been considered of valuel in^in^c home. H^was not, as in 
records officials never expected to be public they sought to deprecate him as "a used 
car salesman." T a gue was, in fact, one of the country's highest-rateW See auto fleet 
salesman, as£ I recall only four in the whole country outperforming him. 

But nothing else was taken, 

~ Before we get to what else is important, because I* ve commented that Posner found 

1 k)j 

use for only a single paragraph of those t«o days in of his Tague interviews ,examinati on 
of some of wh^t he wrote in that third of page can be illuminating# 

^ aays tliat Tague when wounded slightly 11 was st an d in g, under the southern end of 
the triple Underpass , 11 Tague told me,^s he had testiiied, that he was to the ^ast of 
that, near the southern orub curb whore Commerce, on the iiouth. Main in the center 
and thel^north funnel together to go tlirough the undrpass as a singl/ street. 

Posner says that this spot "was in a straight line from the sniper's nes^T” That, 
obviously, would be as true tlirough /uch of a one-hundred and eighty degree -cfpete*- from 
that window. Dirty, iishoneot writing, Posner's own, unsouxeed. Posner considered this 

. jf — 

deception and misreprddentation significant enougli to liave W. two Joouqptf ways in that 
single paragrjla aph. 

Tben^citing no -c source, Posner says that it was a bullet "fragment" that had 
struck thr; curb. If it was not, and of that there is no proof at all, oh that basis a 
alone, too, Posner has no book and there was on that basis alone a conspiracy. 




jlOO 


So, what else coul d Posner say and still have a book? 

He then quotes Taguc as sayinc ^ that wised ^oFTSSrdiun not nd.Bir-Mmr'l "I actually 
cannot can’t tell you uhich one. I could try to pick one, but &r through the 3 ears I 
have ^initained accuracy* I don't know which one hit me*" (Page 325 ) 

Here is cither a firt rate endorsement of Posner’s proclaimed and ignored standard, 
that the testimony closer to tho event is the best, because, as we have alread y seen, 

'l/yl / ^ 

" closer to the event,” hiafi his J uljr 1964 deposition of ^bnost thirty years roior-bo Pos- ■ , 

n^r's interview Tague said under" o*Jl oath tliat he believed^it WAS tE 5 “s§cbnd 3hot tnaty 
hit-hiai* Obviously, Posner’s book cannot survive that^, /A^L 4 

The Jim Taguo I knew and liked impressed me as an honest man and I believed that 
Ilia earned reputation for honesty is what made him as successful a vehicle fleet 
salesman as he was* He may hav^inade a mistake after all those years lint ^iio noting 
think he did. If he did not make mistake, then Bosner was untruthful in Ofi^TTiis 


direct quotation of Tague* Aad onlyTJ Posner can know^-ttet • 

Much of the rest of this remarkably brief treatment of what is * so vital in Posnercc’s 
theory- and yet, it is all theory - is devoted tu argument, 3ome of it the most shocking 
reflection of ignorance from a supwifcd world-class experts 

miss e d first o bol. Only b bullet fragment bit the concrete near ( 

Tague, since when the FBI later performed a spectrographic 
I analysis on the curb, it showed “traces of lead with a trace of anti- 
l mony.”* 1 The 6.6mm bullets used in Oswald's gun had full copper 
j jackets (a metaj povering on a bullet, designed to increase its pen- 
etration). Since there was no copper found on the curb, it meant 
the fragment that struck was not jacketed. Agent Lyndal Shaney- 
felt testified that the lead instead came from the bullet’s core^ ( p ,. ges 325-^6) 

Hot being or claiming to bp a Posnerian wind reader I freely ackno’.’] edge tliat 

-fk iD 

there is an alternative - Eo <jforld-class ignorance. If Posner ^prefers that, I have np 


objection. 

FEL^ 

'He'll come tn l i nrr h h^ffin f ~Th- actualities of that petrographic analysis 
tliat i3 still another vital element of Posner's no-conripiracy theory and his vaunted 
"solution" to tho crime. The source he cites ifi FljfjLab Photographic Expert Lyndal L. 
Shaneyfelt's Commission testimony. TJiat, by Posner's own standard as well as tho standard 




y^fore consulting what Shaneyfelt actually said and one of ^remaining selections from 
Tague'r, testimony that Posnor did not consider as useful inxliiaxEifxx ajs those two dry 8 
interviews he enoapsulted into a single paragrpah, we should be_r in min^ the paens 
of praise we read earli or* 


Tliis is another of the endless statements that leave but two choices in examining 
/hat Posner says# Both may apply at timo^ But if he knew anything at all about tliat 
kind of testimony by those kinds of experts f he would know tliat they never did or would 
make that kind of statement. 

If He knew anything at all ab^ut tholes bullets about ehcST which he writes as 
though he v/8'Q rthe- woylds~ one of tho wol 1 s most eminent experts^, on that basis alone 
he would have known that no expert could possibly make any such statement. 

Efcen an intelligent and informed gun buff would know bettor* 

The obvious alternative is that Posner did know and lied because he needed that 
l±e*to make his ca^e. 

We'll have more on thi3, but 
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of all, even Wall Street lawyers, l:i not the boot evidence. If what Shaneyfelt actually 
told the Warren Commision lias the meaning Posner Given it. The best evidence came from 
the man who did the actual testing, J ohn F. Gallagher. That Posner did not want. It was 
with all my files on that case in the stenographic transcript of our of Jaija in 

that case, m Gallagher dirt know what a bullet is made of. As P^nei : ^ ; /?^IiTHi^' 
does not. 

Posner's parenthetical explanation for hardened jackets on military ammunition, not 

r 

the only one he gives, those he does give not being consfsij;ent either with each otjiter 
other or with the provisions of the^uiternational agreement on thif/he does not mention, 
if ho knows about it, that it is to "increase its penetrating jhxexxx is cpnsistont with 
the need of P 0 snor's fabrication, hewover. But the real reason, and the research on tills 
was done for me at the Pentagon by a ‘ffiHC Egb-r anking and very conservative friend, is 
i make warfare a little more "humanitarian." Theltt' jacket is to deter the bullet 
becoming in effect a dumdum on impact, andS^make the most horrible wounds as it tears 
its way through the body, spiraling more devastatingly as it 1 goes. The jacket is to 
deter that, not to increase the "penetration." Fpt war this also lias another value. It 
takes nobody out of combat to care for a corpse, but it can take the average of five men 
out of action to care for a wounded man. Those are five men who cannot fight the army 
that caused the wound. 

Tis Posner -£Oo follows with anothor of his absolutely necessary otatemcjfns of other 
than fact: "Agent Shaneyfelt testified that the load iasteae. came from the bullet's 
core."/I^donot have to check Slianeyf elt ' s testimony to know he did not say any/; such th 
thing. And why else would No Source Posner leave this without any source? 

— 

| Th e reason i 3 apparent J he can have no source for that statement at all. Before 

sf 

co.^tbMi ing w ha t he -a rt nally *>r-,a1d of tfli n t th e r e-is-in-Tague' s epoeition that Sha 
Poan-.-r dill -not °° "^'-fnl to liim in^jgifflaidsabicrwork i rf-^^that_no_less- 

— f jjavid Wise said, "If you read only one book on the assassination, let 

it be this, "and William Styron&id, "Case Closed has lielpid lay to rest one of the great 
cultural and political scandals of our time^aad the eminent hootorian, Stephen Ambrose, 






J02 


also on that qhg Random House 


Cam CbiiJ 

jacket 3aid$ ic a"model of historical research" 


( 


tl»at "should bo required reading for anyone reviewing any book on the ICemiedy assassi- 

nation*" tlierc-ie-cnc other excorpt-JC^-^tet-^lo: ?ur Lu the-evcnl/' swum toutiinuny-by 

J j -hb^ i. d ft t- irt-Posner 1 a book even as a note - this testimony does not 

3jas±,-aco aeeording^to Posner, iind who cane blame -him!?— 

^ Then also among the extraordinary endoi’sements of this "bril l L i ant aartxmodel of 

histi/oical research," /this g k lit ■ t fe o W*" thoroughly documented," this "brilliant and 

if svVIulL 

meticuious" and "always conclusive Case Closed methodology that in devoting moot of an 

issue in which it /rsed and paid for the use of some twenty pages U .3. News an d Worl d 

,/ i 

Report s; ad of Posner, tyle just svreeps away decades of^peletidF^ldbmical smolce, layer 

Hiu) fel* 9 

by layer and builds an unshakable case against JFK * 3 killedr," » quoted by^Jack Sirica 




m >»4u ct 1^ 


/jiT TTewBclay tfeat in its September 16, 1993~issueY devoted the cover of its Part 2 and 
,, c./ 

two inside pages to Poaher and his most wonderful of books ✓ 

A 

Posner 1 o theory, and it is no more than that, so basic to the entire book^is that 
the first shot is t : e one that missed. Thus it can be understood that among the 
readily available sources for wliich he had no xhr£ use Jim Tague and his sworn 

CommisoioV testimony in facTtyis the very close closest "testminoy" to £tt "the 

1 (p Nk - 

ovent" and thus must be 1*^' given ^greater weight." .^Qnly Posner 1 s unique way of 
giving it "great weight" is to pretend it does not exist at all. In all those pages 
of his thifclc book it is not mentioned at all* 

Liebelr^ was arguing with T a ^e about the source of the shots. In what I do not quite 
Tague can be said to be agreeing with him, that they all came from the TSBD building. 

In the begini j-ng of thks^ selection %hat ^iebeler might mean by to ^ague^s left" and 
"back" depends on what Liebel^ was (aref ul not to ask T a gue, which way he was looking 
at the instant in question. But it so2n becomes apparent that what T ague was really 

sayj^^hose shots came from is what to Posner i3 the infampus Grassy ^noll. And as 

<» 

readers may recall, that is "pSe" precisely what Zapruder told tho Secret Service^ 
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Mr. Lieiieler. Immediately to your left, or toward the back? Of course, now 
we bare other evidence that would Indicate that the shots did come from 
the Texas School Book Depository, but see If we can disregard that and de- 
termine Just what you heard when the shots were fired In the first place. 

Mr. Taour. To recall everything Is almost Impossible. Just an Impression 
Is all I recall, Is the fact that my first Impression was that up by the, whatever 
you call the monument, or whatever it was 

Mr. Liebeler. Up above No. 7? 

Mr. Taoue. That, somebody was throwing firecrackers up there, that the police 
were running up there to see wbat was going on, and this was m.v first Im- 
pression. Somebody was causing a disturbance, that somebody bad drawn 
a gun and was shooting at the crowd, nnd the |»ol!ce were running up to It. 
When I saw the people throwing themselves on the ground Is when I resllr.ed 
thpre was ser!oi|s trouble, and I believe that was after the third shot was fired. 

Mr. LirmFXRR. Tour Impression of where the shots came from was much the 
result of the activity near No. 7? 

Mr. Taoue. Not when I heard the shots. 

Mr. Liebeler. You thought they had come from the area between Nos. 7 and 5? 

Mr. Taoub. I believe they came from up In here. 

Mr. Liebeler. Back In the area"0"7 

Mr. Taoub. Right 

Mr. Liebeler. Behind the concrete monument here between Nos. 5 and 7, 
toward the general area of “C”? 

Mr. Taoub. Yes. 





Among Taguo 1 3 identification ai the ^rasny ^noll as the source of the shots ta that 
^police/ 1x7 iSrlU’W diJ Q ^ 

"theo^iWnp were running up to" where the shots came froml Those "concrete muniments" 


were also on that knoll, well past the westernmnost end of the 3hed-type separate bjgji 

^ . from which, , 

hUgk building that itself is we fist of the main TSED buijf^kng iEiT(foser anu the 
government £ say that Oswald fired all those shots from its easternmost window. 

* back now, with those above-quo^ted encomiums in mind, that that unsourced statement 
Posner says is what Shancyfelt swore to. 

Because * knew that innocently jjtcicid e d but not necessarily always the case testi- 


mony can be altered before publication, long before Po:n.erj whether alone or not, saw the 
enormous potential of an Oliver Stene caper from the other side, in my own checking, I 

t 

went to the troublo amd expense g of getting the orginal, unedited stenographic tr:*^n- 

A '+ 1 

weint of ^haneyf elt 1 3 Commission testimony. What follows is all of page^45,iof that 
stenographic transcript except the first four words, ("of the triple underpass." He has 

If/ 


been tetifying to his removal of that|/ection of curbstone to take to the FEE Ieb 
for the FBI's most expert treatment, h^s description of that curbstone is as he found 
it that day, August 


5 , 1964 ^ 

V AC 


• What we compare this with i£ what Posner says that 
on the curbstone) 


Shaney testified to, "that'^the^fi ^ead^Instead came from that gullet’s cores 








Of the triple uC*erpass. It was cut out uCer my supervision, 
and I personally returned It to the FBI laboratory# In the FBI 


laboratory It was examined for the presence of -any foreign material# 

**••• *V • * • , 

, “Mr.* Redllch. For the record, the results of this investiga- 

tion have been summarized in a communication from Director Hoover 
to Mr. Rankin, dated August 12, 1964, and designated now as the 

i 

Shaneyfelt Exhibit No. 27, Is that correct., Mr. aianeyfelt? 

• * • « 

Mr. Ihancyfelt.. 5hat is correct. . # 

.A I 

Examination of the mark on the curbing in the laboratory 
resulted in the finding of foreign metal smears adhering to the * 
curbing section within the area of the mark. 3hese metal smears 
were spect ©graphically determined to be essentially lead with a 
trace of antimony. No copper was found. 

• i 

The lead could have originated from the lead cow of a mutl- 

l.ated metal- Jacketed bullet such aa the type of bullet loaded into 

the 6.5 millimeter Mannllcher Carcano cartridges, or from some 

• » 

other source having the same composition. . 

• 1 # 

The absence of copper ^precludes the possibility that the mark 
on the curbing sectlon # was made by an unmutilated military full 
metal-Jaclceted bullet such as the bullet from Governor Connally'a . 


stretcher. v • . • 

. 

The domane to the curbing would have been much more extensive 

. • • • ■» 

JLf a rifle bullet had struck the curbing without first having '* 

% 

« ‘ • , .*».!•«* 

struck some other object. Therefore, this mark could not have 

• 

been mode by the first impact of a high velocity rifle bullet. 

« . . . 


CiwriniMTiAL 


Mr*. nodlich. Based on your examination of the marie on the 

curb, can you tell us whether the mark which we have been referring 

'• v. •„ 

to Is a nick on the curb, that Is, has a piece of the curb been 
chipped away, or 1 b it InBtead a simple marking of lead? : ■.*. ^ 

Mr. Chaneyfelt . Yes, It Is not a chip. There Is no Indica- 
tion of any of the curbing having been removed, but rather It Is 
a deposit of lead on the surface of the curbing that has given 

: i * / 

the appoa'*ance of a marie. 4 

i • • 

It was also established from a microscopic study of the v 

curbing that the load object that struck the curbing, that caused 
the marie, was moving In a general direction away from the Texas 
School Book Depository building. • * 

Mr. Ttedlich. In connection with this investigation Into the 
microscopic characteristics of the mark, a photograph was prepared 
which Is designated as Uianeyfelt Exhibit Mo. 35* Villi you desribe 


r- . t S 



that photograhh? 

• •*! • 

(The photograph ref ere d to was marked Uianeyfelt Exhibit No. 


35 for Identification.) 

Mr. Choneyfelt. Yes. Shaneyfelt Exhibit No. 35 Is a^color 
photograph that I made of the mark op the curbing, which Is 
Oxaneyfelt Exhibit No. 34. Ibis is magnified about f ive. tlmos, 
and shows only the marked area. There is a rod area in the lower 
left corner mnriced A which designates the point of initial Impact, 
and the lead deposit is. then sprayed out in a fan- like direction 

from that arrow. ; . 


. -% 



'L. 

i’i 


~ • • - *rr ~ 


‘ ^ •*..? 


^06 
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Obviously, Shaneyfelt nob only did mk any what Ho Spi^ee- Posnor attributed to him, 
he was qudte careful not to say that. testimony v;as also limited to a curbstone 

that had no "nick" or "hole" in it. Thdre is nojecret about the fact that it was 


in some mysterious way patched before Taguo went to pliotograph it in May ,1964. . \ , w 

^j\j ML Wr* 7 * 

?. 35# second-liand or more^ distant from him 
frl^.. \u*y f**. 


Shaneyfelt' s testimony is 

testing and tlrnt was limited to "forei^metiJ. sonars." It is those "sasars" that the 

^fficiai investigations# 


Lb tested in this ghastly charade of police work of science, or^ffi< 

A It is of them y 

If-^hee/ond of them only, not the impact of either a built or a fragment of a bullet, 


that Shaneyfolt gave his hearsay testimony when the man who did the testing was nearby if 

a .ybody \/^nt^What the courts recquire, firstoliand testimony. Shaneyfelt gave the following 
vof the / 

description* result of that "test” that J ohn P. ^allagher made: 

"determined to be essentially lead with a trace of antimony." 

Of the origin Shaneyfelt testified not, as Posenr represents, that it came from the 
core of the buiiet ht<burden3 with even more magic than the government md " 

"the lead could have originated from the lead core of a mutilated metal-jacketed bullet 
such as the type of bullet loaded into the 6.5 millimeter Maimli chor-C arcann o cartriflgeg., 
or fro_in_3ome other, s gutce havinr: the same composition." 

The emphasis ia is^dded and the convoluted language is Shaneyfelt* s. 

4o 

Although tliere was no question about it at all the curbstone had at the leaSF|been 
chipped, Shansyfolt testified tliat what he had dug up ,*ind tested "Is not a chip." He 
added, his concoluted Lmguage again, "There is no indication of any of the corbing(sic) 
having been removed, but rather is^Lt i3 a^epocit of lead on the surface of the cubing 
that has given the appearance of a mark." 



io^ing 

When Shaneyfelt had that section of curbstone dug up he knew that there had been 

a ^chip in it and he had it dug up nonethelesss. There is no reason to believe that the 

vaunted FBI know that self -healing ourbstonqA had been inventod and\.ere in uao in Dallas! 

There is no innocence in tills for anyone involved in the investigation, as there 
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(l/e FBI had no monoply on delays and creatine evfasive records. Rankin, althoueh 
he very obviously had been in touch with the FBI much earUeriSMSSffiocs ao the FBI's 

- - 2aM\ 

records reflect, did not Get arounfj to sendine the FBI BorcfOtt Barefoot Sanders'/ 
letter following lids being cued in by Dillard until J uly 16! His letter to Hoover says, 

i / 

without any explanation of any kind, that he encloses the letter fonn< Sunders' assistant, 

martlia Jle Stroud "also enclosing the film referred to in this letter." lie also asked that 

%• * 

the FBI "examine this film and advise us whether it contains any additipnal informa- 
tion of probative vfcL-a value in connection with the assassination of President 
“•ennedy." For all anyone \xandming tlieoe records later could tell "Rankin wax 
eculd have been interested in whether Kennedy had eaten something that gave him a 

bellyache and that'a^Se copies of the g<mu and of the restauarant had been sent to him. 

yi 

Is it not necessary to wonder when bureaucrats ihgo to all this kind of trouble to 1 ee 
to it that their correspondence can meron nothing at all to aa anyone else they have 
a reason for it? Rankin had, after all, been the government's lawyer for eight years. 

As soliticor general of th u nited States he 'fi^fr ^ftafflTtBnd represented the u nited 
States before the Supreme Court. Before which he suroly ^are no such goobledegook! 

But when he was in charge of^the Commission' s|dnveatiga^ion of how Kennedy was killed, 
(thaj^he found ^appropriate for liis incomprehensible gobbledegook. ^ 
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TI 10 FBI'do filo number far this Oswald file is 1 0*1-02555. Uitliin that large file, thi3 
part of that testing is Soriaf^T^SaX. T^b file drawers will reflect the aerials 
each holds and the file folders identify th aerials within each section, a single 
Section or evolume being in individual foldefs. 
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After ohat I quot & Ic^etuila the oth gr w^HXHXxShauiEycfc 
~~ " ^ *1) 

pictures that ere talaip to ^a'.e it appear tliat the original inpact originated in that 
so-called " ^sniper's den” in the TSHD, 

GermbeQJring, wliile lose direct thah he could add should have beenT^S? made the ae 

L c/44l* ^ 

ass-covaring record that his office in not respondiblo for the hsax Trim charade 
p <1 

reportis# that there had been a "nick" on the curbstone and that when Shaneyfelt had 

the city of Dallas dig that section up for him for him to fly to his lab for its 

employment of the most advanced science i n testing, the nick was no long *r there# 

A, 

/Traong the other FBI records in tliat ’’Curbstone 11 file that viaff of no interest to 

Posner-with tli*. alternative no comfort to him- is the yiaboratory Work Sheet" It 

reflects, among other things of interest, the great dispatch with which the FBI rushed^, 

?T 0 

’i&Kfc jLftor the printed "Examination requested by" line has* tgped onte*^, "Resident' s 

Commission (7-7-64)" which is only i month Earlier. , ? O Y 

After 

- ^tfdor "Examinations ^"requested" i $ typed Riotographic-3pitg±xHg3ggjaktc Microscopic- 

Firearms , the latter on tho line beieiru below# is enclircled, reflecting tliat the 

copy is from tliat part of tho lab.Abive "Microscopic " "Syectrographic" is writt&d in. 

4 

The "fate received" is 8-6-64. After "Examination by" 'Pnly Shaneyfelt is typed in and 
under his name^Frasder’* is written in# f fhus there is o r fl this first page no identification 
of tho spectrographor. That was Gallagher, |vor those who may want to examine further 
into this long-delayed but first-day vital examination in rny records, in the FBI headquar- 
ters "main" Oawlld Oswald file, in the FBI’s official file classifications list a 
"security-related" clas&ification^fcH it is "Foreign Counterintelligence" with "formerly 
Internal Security" of" nationalistic Tendency" among the other descriptions of it. ) 

It fi t/ —? ' 

Tliin page also has space at the bottom for comments to he dded. Lt-is under "Specimen 
submitted for examination. '1 uadsr it is typed, "Request for location^ andV xamination 

-A. 

of mark on curbing a A assassination sito#" Tlie copy disclosed to meV^ade less under- 

f ~T~ S 

standabl *. by repeated xeroxin^and tho siao of ^razier's writing diminishing as ho neajjd 

tv ° frh 

tho end of til* c^ce .vailable to liim, idjht some pl icesdfiot legible at all. 
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Where what Ffazinr, the firearms, not the spectrogrsphic expert , wrote is legible, 
he does soy that the results of the test, seemingly the encircled "firearms" examination 
but ac I ually the spectrographic elimination, he in opooific "in- stating that what he 
refers to as a "minor distirbance" bru tfro on the cya?n "*urb" at its "edge,-,/ meaning th£_ 

$£ curved edgo between the horizontal and vertical surf aces^ qjj(a have been caused jcdfctha 
by "the core portion of a ueta^acketed bullet" like those allegedly used in the crime. 

But immediately after that he also gives as the possible cause, "a (sic) automobile 
weiight or some other source of lead." 

Tills a lie and it is a lie of such a nature that ^Vazier had to be sure there would 
not be any questioning of it. 

i 

In another version that 1 printed in facsimile in Post Mortem (page 458) in very 
legible handrwriting the results of the Jarrel-A.sh typo of spectrogr^ahic analysis 
are s iid to disclose the result to be "essentially lead with a trace of antimony." 

^ftTwith the capability of that testing to sh$w parts per million, fo^that area tested 
/* 

td”"have come from anythig at all it had to be "essentially 1 nd with a trace of anti— 
mony." jJu) £* “t* {* ' 

For it to have come^rom the core of a bullet, it has to have revealed oh the test 
all the componets of that lead core. 

Superscholar Posner makes no reference to the other componets of that bullet 9 

That no doubt is because iN another of these ■T'est results that are also in " 

VT'. facsimile, ^in Gallagher's handwriting, he has a erf column for each of those ten 
components ol t||at bullet! ^ Post Ilortem . pages 449)^15? Um/ (f 

On the ^razie^rorlcsheet quoted above, :*lon. aide his drawing of the curbstobe sectiion 
flowing that the portion tested was o ft the bend, with a line to the right and to his 


writing begins, "Partly discd^mable smoothing off -no grove or vwyb visible" and then 

eU 

what i 3 not legible but may refer to another form of mechanical injury or marking 


appears. 


That "smoothing off" is something*/ Imagine a "firearms expert" examining a section 
of concrete curbstone that was known to hatfc h ad a ballistics impact on it and tliat 
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ballistic impact merely smoothed the concrete out more that it was when manufactured! 

There is no question at all of what happened and as I : set forth throughout that 

Post j'lffrten F art IV without a p >ep from the.* FBI then, since then, now more th..m a dozen 

yvars, or at any point for the~35^Sa~niaiiy years that test-result lawsuits was in 

court, where I alleged it under ~nxh oath: that curbstone was patche d! 

s 1 """ 6 

This is (visible in the pici^ure. I first published them in Pst Morte m on pages 
608uand 6u9. On the left-hand pago^ are the Underwood and Dillard pictures as of the 
time of the ssassjnation and on the right-liand pagers is a pictiur picture of that 
curbstone section as it is in the Archives, tliis picture taken for me there. There is 
also on enlargement of tliat "smoo tlied-off" section. It is not only much smoother to 
sight and to touch, it is distinctly darker in shade » 


If tliis was more than me ely visible to me ,\ is there any doubt tint the FBI, morning 

all the many involv d in this char de in tli FBI, including that ass-covering Gember- 

e>J 7 

ling in Dallas, liad to krjw even better than I. 

When a non-expert, was certain this was the case on reading Shaneyfelt's evasions 

ajrfd impossible testimony relating to any Id^d of bullet or bullet-flagment impact, we re 

not all those FBI hotshots ever more aware of it, more positive in what they* education, 

hi cU( *J Ihn'h- b fU^gUArsl 

training and experience I did not have tniri 4-h^m9 

Ought not all thosejv/arren Commission counsels, especially the former assistant 

district attorney of Philadelphia, Arlcn Specter, whose area of the Commission's work 

this was, have had at the very least a suspicion? 

J^jot one said a word and among those who parlayed their Commission careers into 

professional ; advancement/. Specter advanced until he is and lias been a Senator from 


Pennsylvania. 

(HI 


Ai (j AVl^ 

A ifcii combined in that awful crime of silence^hen men ought cry out! 

Unlike the Posners who cringe at the mere thought of admitting that anybody had 
done any prior work in the area of their writing I encVourage others to use mine and 

I cannot remember asking to be credited a single time, ^hus when * A enry Hurt, a Rader s 

. % 

^igest rovin editor, a fine writer, an authentic conservative and a southeygentlemen 4 
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I 


of tho old school, wroto Reasonable y .am±x jV oubt (New York^Hold Reinhart and Urns ton, 
1985) I gave him a free peer review of tho manuscript os hcNrote it. I urged him to carry 
my work on this evidcnco forward with what his publisher could afford and I could not, 

jA lUf 

an fexamiiiation of jtffc that piece of curbing resting in the Archives. 

Whence deposed John Kilty, another Lab agent in tliat FOIA. lawsuitd for the test 
/Results and tho gnn-H nrving turned to whether any test had been performed to deter- 
mine whether there was a patch, he gave us some^ree advice in his answers 


What 

you want to do is have a building -- material scientist look 
at that. Different kinds of concrete that are used. They 
can tell the difference between a patching material and a 
permanent material. It's not a very difficult thing but you 
wouldn't use activation analysis to show it is different. 



— Remembering this I encouraged Henry and lie took tho FBI 1 3 professional advice, tho 
advico of its famous laboratory. He did engagtSp such a~lS±Bgxfirm and under date of 


iiarch 17,1903 it reported to Henry’s research assistant and fact-checker, iftssi Maleki. 
His ’’purpose'* of his //,rch 10 examination was "to look for external signs which might 
indicate that the concrete curbstone had been patched." 

Naturally, Specter et al including Posner^ saw no such need. After all, it was 




FBI Hr+y 

merely tho airs assassination of mi American President thejr wai^/inves ligating and 

part of their responsibilities was to determine whether or not there had been a con- 
spiracy. Oswald#, long dead, had never had a free mon{Jent for patching that curbstone. 

w ho had the motive to hide the evidence that"chip" and also described as a scar" held?': 


j, he one and only thing accomplished by patching that innocent curbstone^f^o make 
it impossible to recover the metal deposits tmw analyze them scientifically. B o ild that 
h aiail&wa" d o n e to hid# forever the traces of one of those bullets attributed tib 0swald?<2> 

/ p 1 _ , 

characteristics 


O r w ag, hhe onl^ purpoee possib,el( hide forevetfcr the tn 
of a bullet other than tho one attributed to Oswaldf . 

Here are excorjts from tlie report bfvhe^^ec oinmendel professioonal examination. 

.... 


:?/ 


At the center of the concrete curb section, on the vertical face just 
below the curbed transition between the horizontal and vertical surfaces, 
there was a dark gray spot. The dark spot* had fairly well-defined bound- 
aries, so that it stood out visually from the surrounding concrete surface. 
The spot was roughly ellipsoidal in shape, approximately 1/2 in. by 
3/*J in. in principal dimensions. 

The surfaces of the curb which would normally have been exposed in service 
were visually examined with the aid of a 10X illuminated magnifier, 
with special attention given to the dark spot. It is significant to 
note that no other areas of any size were found anywhere on these sur- 
faces with characteristics similar to those of the dark spot. These 
characteristics are described below. 

The most obvious characteristic of the dark spot was the difference 
in color. The boundaries of the darker area were as well defined under 
the 10X magnifier as they were to the unaided eye. It is considered 
probable that the difference in color is due to the cement paste; however, 
the possibility of a surface-induced stain cannot be ruled out. 


Because the examination wqs limitod to that ei/ubotoneas examined that day, thin is 


a proper profe3sionai/aution. But with there having boon a visible damage, a "scar" 
01 * J V 

or a "nick," that only a patchati can xplain it is obvious,. 




Another difference was noted in the color of the sand grains. The 

grains in the surrounding concrete surface were predominantly semi-translucent 

light gray in color, but there was also a significant amount of light brown 

sand grains. The dark spot contained only semi-translucent light gray . v 

sand grains. It is possible that the difference in sand color may be 

due to a different kind of concrete; i.e., a patch, existing in the 

dark spot area. However, given the ratio of light gray sand grains 

to light brown sand grains in the surrounding concrete surface, and 

the relatively small size of the dark spot area, it is also possible 

that the difference in color of sand grains may be explained in terms 

of the statistical variations in the distribution of sand grains through- 

out the concrete mass. 

The upper edge of^the dark spot appeared to show marks of some sand 
grains having been dislodged along the boundary between the dark spot 
and the surrounding concrete area. This is consistent with the relatively 
weaker zones that normally occur in the thin, or "feathered", edges 
of a surface patch. Again, however, the dislodgeraent of sand grains 
could be due to other causes. * 

In summary, the dark spot shows visual characteristics which are signif- 
icantly different from those of the surrounding concrete surface. 

While any one of the differences, by itself, could be easily explained 
in terras other than a patch, the simultaneous occurrence of those dif- 
ferences would amount to a rather curious coincidence of characteristics. 

But the existence of a surface patch would also be consistent with and ^ 
explain all of the observed differences. 








Because there had been tlio very visibilo m echanical damage at precisely that point 


there k'v* was no question remaining after the examination by a professional engineer 

. / 

from /respected firm of engineers. Not having the evidence of the damage before him, to 
eliminate any passible douAby he ecommended 


•that a more detailed visual 

examination, using techniques of microscopic petrography, be conducted to 
gain more conclusive information regarding the cement paste, the sand grains 
and the surface coloration* 


"Cement paste" is not what curbstones are cast of. 

What the FBI cou^f/fc tell me to do to dete mine the obvmo/s &o professionally 

; 

and scientifically it did not do for itself or the for the cnuiSn country, natuiall 

/ 

naturally jits founding director already having had his vision from above and known 
before any investigation at all that Oswald was the ssassirwi and the lone assassin* 
ad set from in some detail in NEVER AGAIN! that is being prepared for publication 
as I write this, 

v and with tlio unaided eye-no t even a magnifyibg glass ,it is that obvious- 
— • What with impaired vis I bn/I^c ouid and did setf/was not visible to those upwardly 


mobile Commission le§ tg^leag legal eagles, Specter an /all the others, 

T liio is the way \l«f^crime was investigated. 

This is what left a fortune to bo whored, wliat so disquieted and disenchanted as . 

so many, so many of whj&mrtfere not yet bom. 

Ms is what made it possible for the President bo consigned to his/ory with the 

dubious epitaph of a dSh dishonest non-iljvestigation that bwa3 official decided upon 

virtuaiJo r tlio i.istnt Oswakd died/i as ^Socumented in NEVER AGAIN ! 
a j 

The engineering report, too, was in the "Curbstone" file Posner either di \ not look 

lV , V 

at or look d aft and ignorec^leaa^ifem- a full month aftfr his two days with ague, 

A nd tliis is, too, />nly one of the^many reasor/ Posner and his ilk should be consigned 
the hds/ory's refuse he 'ps. 
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